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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicants' response of 5/22/06 has been considered with the following results. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as failing to set forth the subject 
matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. Evidence that claim 1 fail(s) to correspond in scope 
with that which applicant(s) regard as the invention can be found in the reply filed on 8/12/02. In that 
paper, applicant elected the invention of Group I, i.e., a product, and this election indicates that the 
invention is different from what is defined in the claim(s) because as presented/amended, the ultimate 
wherein clause is drawn to desired results that occur from the existence of an "editing" operation, i.e., 
method limitation(s) and not necessarily drawn to just a product/nor to a product with respect to the "block 
movement" as originally found in this group of claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because: 

Applicants' attention is drawn to the newly available "interim guidelines" with respect to 
101 /statutory subject matter available at " 

www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelines101 20051 026. pdf . 
The following claim analysis is made: 

Claim 1 : Analysis: 
A recording medium product 



Application/Control Number: 09/901,277 
Art Unit: 2627 



Page 3 



having a program area for recording 



arbitrary designation 



a plurality of programs, the plurality of programs 



& desired use 



being managed into a plurality of groups 



How managed? 



said recording medium comprising: 



a management area for recording 



well know toe areas 



management information that includes: 



on all discs 



first management information 



management information 



for managing storage of a plurality of program 



group name? 



names whereby a given one of the plurality 
of program names 

corresponds to a particular one of the 
plurality of programs recorded in the 
program area; 

second management information abstract idea/ information/ 

for managing associations between ? how does this manage? 

the plurality of programs and the plurality of 

groups whereby specific ones of the 

plurality of programs are associated 

with a given one of the plurality of groups, 

and including a first special code 

for partioning program numbers corresponding 

to the programs associated with the given 

group name associated with the 
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given group, and a 

a second special code for partitioning 
the program numbers and group name associated 
with the given group and the program numbers and 
the program numbers and group name associated 
with another one of the plurality of groups, 
wherein a respective one of the plurality 
of groups is erased, moved or divided by 
editing at least one of the program numbers 
and the group name associated with that 
group. 

In the above analysis, applicants' attention is drawn to the above interim guidelines 
starting at page 12, and particularly focusing upon pages 14-17, page 22 and finally at 56-57 thereof. 
The examiner has interpreted the above claims as being drawn to 
a) either an abstract idea - information, or alternatively 
. b) a compilation of data. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 5/22/06 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The 
claimed subject matter is not drawn to statutory subject matter as analyzed above. No oersuasive 
argument has been presented. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine grounded in 
public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise 
extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple 
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assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the 
conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would 
have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 
(Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 
887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel, 422 F.2d 438. 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 
(CCPA 1969), 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided 
the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this application, or claims 
an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 
Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal disclaimer. A 
terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

3. Claim 1 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being 
unpatentable over claims 4/1 & 3/1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,580,679 in view of Matsumoto et al (6,462,263) 
and all further considered with Sakai (4905185). 
The following analysis is made: 



Pending Claim 1 . 
A recording medium 
having a program area for recording 
a plurality of programs, the plurality of programs 
being managed into a plurality of groups 
said recording medium comprising: 



a management area for recording 
management information that includes: 
first management information claim 1 lines 4-8 

for managing storage of a plurality of program 
names whereby a given one of the plurality 
of program names 

corresponds to a particular one of the 



6580679 
claim 1 lines 1-3 
inherently present 
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plurality of programs recorded in the 

program area; 

and 

second management information claim 1 .lines 9-1 1 , claim 

for managing associations between 

the plurality of programs and the plurality of 

groups whereby specific ones of the 

plurality of programs are associated 

with a given one of the plurality of groups, 

and including a first special code 4 - see further analysis below 

for partioning program numbers corresponding 
to the programs associated with the given 
group name associated with the 
given group, and a 

a second special code for partitioning 
the program numbers and group name associated 
with the given group and the program numbers and 
the program numbers and group name associated 
with another one of the plurality of groups, 
wherein a respective one of the plurality 
of groups is erased, moved or divided by 
editing at least one of the program numbers 
and the group name associated with that 
group. 

The above claims are obvious because although the partioning ability provided by the 
claimed separating information is not found in the above patent, such is taught by the Matsumoto et al 
reference, see the discussion with respect to the delimiters at col. 3 lines 5-9. The examiner interprets 
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these as teaching a plurality of delimiting codes, hence meeting both the claimed first and second "special 
code" for partitioning. 

The existence of editing capabilities for a "group" /i.e., a block is further taught by the Sakai 
reference see the description of the summary of the invention - starting at column 1 , line 40. See the 
discussion with respect to figure 5 for "erasing". 

It would have been obvious to modify the base system of the above noted patent (claims 4/1 & 
3/1)with the above teaching from Matsumoto, motivation is to permit easily recognizable data fields, and 
hence reduce confusion and processing time. 

Hence the ability of having such a capability flowing from a partitioned record is considered met 
by the above combined references. 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 



The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found in a prior 
Office action. 



Response to Arguments 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. 



Claims 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over JP 10-336579 further considered 



with and Matsumoto et al. 



, 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 



The following analysis is made. 



Claim 1: 



MAT of JP document 



A recording medium 



see abstract 



Having a program area for recording 



area inherently present. 



a plurality of programs, the plurality of programs 



area other than the toe 
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being managed into a plurality of groups 



said recording medium comprising: 



a management area for recording management 



toe table 



information that includes: 



first management information for 



see paragraph 24 of MAT/ group list/name 



managing storage of a plurality of program 

names whereby a given one of the plurality 

of program names corresponds to 

a particular one of the pluralities of programs recorded in 

the program area; and 

second management information program names present 

for managing associations between the plurality see paragraph 31 of the MAT 

of programs and the plurality of groups whereby 

specific ones of the plurality of programs are 

associated with a given one of the plurality of 

groups, and including 

a first special code for partioning see secondary reference and 

program numbers corresponding to the further analysis below 

programs associated with the given group 
and a group name associated with the given 
group and the program numbers and group name 
associated with another one of the plurality of groups, 
wherein a respective one of the plurality of groups is 
erased, moved or divided by editing at least one 
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of the program numbers and the group name 
associated with that group. 

In the above analysis, the examiner interprets that the primary reference/base reference to the JP 
document lacks the specific mentioning of information/ special codes for "partioning" as recited in the 
above claim. See the further discussion with respect to mat paragraph 64 that discusses an editing ability 
- which the examiner interprets meets the desired wherein clause of the claim with respect to an "erase" 
capability. 

Nevertheless, as further taught in this environment by Matsumoto, the use/ability of having a 
plurality of special codes used for partioning all manners of information is found. See the above 
description of the "delimiting" ability in Matsumoto et al starting at col. 1 , lines 15-39 further describing 
figure 1 and col 3 lines 5-9. The examiner interprets the Matsumoto et al reference for teaching the ability 
of having appropriate delimiters (special codes) for designating separate fields of attribute information, 

1. e., names, artist, music, tracks, etc. - see additionally col. 1 line 48 to col. 2 line 2. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Aristotelis M. Psitos whose telephone number is (571) 272-7594. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F: 6:00 - 2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Dwayne D. Bost can be reached on (571) 272-7023. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2627 




